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ftRMARKS 



The Office Achon mail* August 27, 2003, has been -ewe. tad 
eomments careful* centered. ^ v 1W of the remark * »' "* " "* 

pending and axe submitted for reconsideration. 

TT fi.C. S 102 Rejection 

Claims 1-3, 7-9, »d 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. S 102(b) a, anticipated by TJ.S. 
Patent No.' 5,082,310 (Bauer). Of ftesec.aims, dairn 1 is independent Appbcauts 
respectfully traverse the rejection for a, least the reasons set forth below. 

tauer cannot anticipate the present invention because Bauer does no, dtsciose, teach, 
„ suggest every eiement set forth in the claimed invasion. For example, ciaim 1 r^ttes a 
me* ft*, includes "cutnng atear line of aprede^nedpa«en, I ^ J r^^ 

"^i congas,, Bauer teaches that the "cutung Made 72 has .. . guide Cements 74 such as 
rders adapted ,0 r^r^te^te^i - *. blade 72 traverses the *m 38. 
(Bauer at col. 5, lines 60-63.) As the rollers traverse fte skin 38, only the sfcn 38 ts cut. 
(Bauer a, Fig. 7.) The pre-weafcened decorative stt layer 38 is then ^ped an oon^ 
(by the heat of infection of*, foam 36) in posmonpverlying ft. outs.de ,ayer of foam plasnc 
^s,.edoverb„.upperdoor20and 1 owerdoori2, (Bauer at. col. 4, hnes 33.0.) T£ 
*e sK n3 8 isr— ed before itts bonded to fte foam piasnc support layer. Asrec.ed 
iacWm 1 ofBauer, the foam plastic support layer beneath the sXin is "untnterrupted whue 
the decorative s** is "partiaUy cut." Therefore, Bauer cannot anticipate the present tnventton 
because Bauer teaches curing into *e decorative layer on!y, not cutting "through tire support 
layer and into the decorative layer," as recited in claim 1. 

Moreover, Applicants respectful disagree' withthe Examiner's asseruon ft* Ftgure 
7 of Bauer "illustrates ft. depth of cut is revive to the surface of the skin * the outing 
supportbecause all elements are corded." (Office Action a, page 4, Bauer teaches, .the 
p ^h bridgmg coiumns 5 and 6, that Figure 7 : dtsc,oses « fte sfcn 38 on a bed 
lore easily compressed materia! *an ft* of the sfan, t.e., for example a layer of neoprenc 77 
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rubber may be placed beneath a vinyl skin 38 This allows a slight deflection of the vinyl 

skin away from the cutting edge 76 to relieve excessive compression leading to erratic and 
inconsistent results. 77 Thus, Bauer discloses that the skin 38 may move toward the support 
shown in Fig. 7 during the cutting operation. Even if "all elements are connected. " as the 
Examiner contends, Bauer's disclosure of the ability of the skin 38 to move toward the 
support during cutting with no corresponding disclosure of how to account for such 
movement teaches away from "controlling the' depth of cut relative to the support," as recited 
in claim 1. 

Furthermore, Applicants also continue;to maintain thai the rejection should be 
withdrawn for the reasons set forth in the Amendment and Reply of June 1 l s 2005. 
Applicants' earlier arguments are incorporated herein by reference but are omitted for the 
sake of brevity. 

For at least the reasons set forth above, reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection of claim 1 is respectfully requested. Claims 2-4, 7-9, 15, and 16 depend from claim 
1 and are allowable therewith for at least the reasons set forth above without regard to further 
patentable limitations contained therein. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of 
claims 2, 3, 7-9 and 15 is respectfully requested. 



35 U.S.C. S 103 Rejection 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §' 103(a) as unpatentable over Bauer in view of 
Canadian Patent Application No. 2,205,284 (Towler). Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 
103(a) as unpatentable over Bauer in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,920,495 (Pilkington). Claim 
16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C- § 103(a) as unpatentable over Bauer in view of German Patent 
No. DE 44 24 686 Al. Of these claims, claim 5 is independent. Claims 4 and 16 depend 
from independent claim 1 . Applicants respebtfully traverse the rejection for at least the 
reasons set forth below. 

A prima facie case of obviousness has not been established because the cited 
references do not teach or suggest all of the claim limitations- For example, claims 1 and 5 
recite "cutting a tear line of a predetermined' partem through the support layer and into the 
decorative layer with the cutter while controlling the depth of cut relative to the support." As 
discussed above, Bauer does not teach the recited limitation. Additionally, Towler, 
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Pilkington, and DE 44 24 686 Al do not overcome the deficiencies of Bauer. Thus, claims 4, 
5, and 16 axe allowable for at least the reasons set forth above, without regard to further 
patentable limitations contained therein. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing remarks, Applicants believe that the application is now in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration of the application is respectfully 
requested. If there are any questions regarding the prosecution of this application, the 
Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned attorney at the phone number listed below. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date 



Customer Number: 22428 



22428 

patent trademark office 

FOLEY & LARDNER 
"Washington Harbour 
3000 K Street, N.W., Suite 500 
Washington, D.C 20007 
Telephone: (202) 672-5582 
Facsimile: (202) 672-5399 



By 




Howard N. Shipley 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 39,370 




SHOULD ADDITIONAL FEES BE NECESSARY IN CONNECTION WITH THE FILING 
OF THIS PAPER, OR IF A PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IS REQUIRED FOR 
TIMELY ACCEPTANCE OF SAME, THE COMMISSIONER IS HEREBY AUTHORIZED 
TO CHARGE DEPOSIT ACCOUNT NO. I9r0741 FOR ANY SUCH FEES, AND 
APPLICANT(S) HEREBY PETITION FOR ANY NEEDED EXTENSION OF TIME. 



002.1112306.1 



A- 



